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BARRIER LOCATION AND IMPROVEMENT MAP
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #2, B3b. Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 


Application Part B: Question 2, B3b. Barrier Location and Improvements Map Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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LEGEND OF SPECIFIC DESTINATIONS 
Each Number Identifies the Barrier 
Location and Improvements 


Disadvantaged Community  


Pedestrian Infrastructure 


Metro Bus Stop 


School Locations (K-12) 


College/Trade Schools  


#  Stores 


Dining 


Market 


Gas Station 


Place of Worship 


Park 


Hospital 


US Post Office 


Huntington Park 
Police Station 


Huntington Park 
Public Library 


Huntington Park 
City Hall 
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave 
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl 
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave 
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St
6. State St and Hood Ave 
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl 
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk)
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk)


Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway 
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St 
13. Miles Ave and 57th St 
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave
15. Gage Ave and Albany St 
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave 
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St 
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St 
19. State St and Zoe Ave
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St 
21.


Huntington Park City Boundary 
LEGEND 


# 


# 


School Locations 
A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
B. Pacific Boulevard Elementary School 


C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


D. Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy School / Aspire Titan Academy 


E. Huntington Park College Ready Academy High School 
F. Aspire Centennial College Preparatory Academy 
G. Middleton Street Elementary School 
H. Middleton Primary Center 
I. Prepa Tec Los Angeles 


J. KIPP Comienza Community Prep School 
K. Huntington Park High School 
L. San Antonio Continuation School 
M. Henry T. Gage Middle School 
N. Miles Elementary School 


O. St. Matthias School 
P. San Antonio Elementary School 
Q. Renuevo School 
R. Lucille Roybal Allard Elementary School 
S. Academia Moderna 


T. Hope Street Elementary School 
U. Nimitz Middle School 
V. Huntington Park Elementary School 
W. Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 
X. State Elementary School (South Gate) 


S 


#


BARRIER LOCATIONS 
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Henry T. Gage Middle School 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Henry T. Gage Middle School 


School Address 2880 East Gage Ave., Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Cesar Quezada 


School Contact Email cesar.quezada@lausd.net  


School Contact Number 323-826-1500 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area Locations of proposed project improvements* 
*Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 



mailto:cesar.quezada@lausd.net
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Miles Elementary School 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Miles Elementary School 


School Address 6720 Miles Ave., Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Cora L. Watkins 


School Contact Email cwatkins@lausd.net 


School Contact Number 323-588-8296 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area Locations of proposed project improvements* 
*Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 


 


 








NEW ROUTE LOCATION MAP 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #2, B2a. Must provide a map of the new route location. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
 


    
Application Part B: Question 2, B2a. New Route Location Map Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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LEGEND OF SPECIFIC DESTINATIONS 


 


Each Number Identifies the New 
Improvement Locations 


Disadvantaged Community  


Pedestrian Infrastructure 


Metro Bus Stop 


School Locations (K-12) 


College/Trade Schools  


#  Stores 


Dining 


Market 


Gas Station 


Place of Worship 


Park 


Hospital 


 


 


US Post Office 


Huntington Park 
Police Station 


Huntington Park 
Public Library 


Huntington Park 
City Hall 
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk) 
 
Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  
21.  


Huntington Park City Boundary 
 


LEGEND 


# 


# 


 
School Locations 
A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
B. Pacific Boulevard Elementary School 


C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


D. Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy School / Aspire Titan Academy 


E. Huntington Park College Ready Academy High School 
F. Aspire Centennial College Preparatory Academy 
G. Middleton Street Elementary School 
H. Middleton Primary Center 
I. Prepa Tec Los Angeles 


 


J. KIPP Comienza Community Prep School 
K. Huntington Park High School 
L. San Antonio Continuation School 
M. Henry T. Gage Middle School 
N. Miles Elementary School 


 


O. St. Matthias School 
P. San Antonio Elementary School 
Q. Renuevo School 
R. Lucille Roybal Allard Elementary School 
S. Academia Moderna 


 


T. Hope Street Elementary School 
U. Nimitz Middle School 
V. Huntington Park Elementary School 
W. Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 
X. State Elementary School (South Gate) 
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NEW IMPROVEMENT 


LOCATIONS 


ALL NEW ROUTES ARE 


SHOWN AS THE DASHED 


LINE 
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS/INCIDENTS LIST 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #3, A4. Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of 
all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application. 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 


 


    
Application Part B: Question 3, A4. Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions/Incidents List Attachment | Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 


Project Locations: 


Ped/Bike Accident Summary Table  


City of Cudahy 


No Date Location Dist. 
Day of 


the 
Week 


Time 
Collision 


Type 
Severity PCF Violation Factor 


2015 – 5 Ped/Bike Accident 


1 12/31/2015 
Gage Av at 


Cedar St 
0 Thu 15:25 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Improp Pass 
WB Thru Veh Hit 


Thru Ped 


2 11/25/2015 
Gage Av at 


Cedar St 
0 Wed 20:57 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Improp Pass 
WB Thru Veh Hit SB 


Ent Traf Ped 


3 9/11/2015 
Albany St at 


Gage Av 
0 Fri 20:10 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Ped 
NB Thru Veh Hit EB 


Ped 


4 9/2/2015 
Gage Av at 
Albany St 


27'W Wed 18:47 Ped 
Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Ped 
WB Thru Veh Hit SB 


Thru Ped 


5 5/29/2015 
Saturn Av at 


Templeton St 
6'W Fri 15:29 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


R-O-W Ped 
WB Thru Veh Hit NB 


Ent Traf Ped 


6 4/6/2015 
Stafford Av at 


Gage Av 
2'S Mon 11:50 Bicy 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Wrong Side 
WB Wrong Way Bicy 
Hit by RT Turn Veh 


7 3/7/2015 
Cedar St at 


Gage Av 
47'S Sat 17:05 Ped 


Injury / 
Severe 


Starting / 
Backing 


SB Backing Veh Hit 
EB Ped 


8 3/2/2015 
Florence Av at 


Bissell St 
0 Mon 17:24 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


R-O-W Ped 
WB Thru Veh Hit NB 


Thru Ped 


2014 – 5 Ped/Bike Accident 


9 11/30/2014 
California Av at 


Broadway 
100'N Sun 12:26 Bicy 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Wrong Side 
SB Thru Bicy Hit NB 


Stopped Veh 


10 10/27/2014 
Broadway St at 


California Av 
0 Mon 18:56 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Improp Turn 
WB LT Turn Veh Hit 


SB Ped 


11 10/2/2014 
Gage Av at 
Albany St 


20'W Thu 06:38 Bicy 
Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Improp Turn 
EB RT Turn Veh Hit 


EB Thru Bicy 


12 9/13/2014 
California Av at 


Broadway 
0 Sun 00:52 Bicy 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Improp Turn 
SB LT Turn Veh Hit 


WB Thru Bicy 


13 7/21/2014 
Florence Av at 


Bissell St 
82'W Mon 00:12 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Not Stated 
SB Ent Traf Ped Hit 


by Thru Veh 


14 3/31/2014 
Gage Av at 


Cedar St 
0 Mon 06:50 Bicy 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Auto 
SB RT Turn Veh Hit 


EB Thru Bicy 


15 3/30/2014 
Florence Av at 


Bissell St 
200'W Sun 14:07 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Ped Viol 
Ent Traf Ped Hit by 


Thru Veh 


16 2/16/2014 
Templeton St at 


Saturn Av 
0 Sun 15:56 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Ped 
SB Thru Veh Hit WB 


Thru Ped  


17 1/26/2014 
California Av at 


Broadway 
7'S Sun 20:10 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Ped 
NB Thru Veh Hit WB 


Ped 


2013 – 3 Ped/Bike Accidents 


18 11/20/2013 
Miles Av at 


Clarendon Av 
0 Wed 11:49 Ped 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


R-O-W Ped 
SB Thru Veh Hit EB 


Thru Ped  


 1  20 through 







BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS/INCIDENTS LIST 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #3, A4. Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of 
all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application. 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 


 


    
Application Part B: Question 3, A4. Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions/Incidents List Attachment | Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 


19 11/20/2013 
Bissell St at 
Florence Av 


51'N Wed 18:27 Ped 
Injury / 
Com Pn 


Ped Viol 
WB Thru Ped Hit by 


NB Thru Veh 


20 11/13/2013 
State St at Zoe 


Av 
4'N Wed 17:15 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Ped Viol 
EB Thru Ped Hit by 


SB Thru Veh 


21 9/30/2013 
Gage Av at 
Albany St 


0 Mon 07:30 Ped 
Injury / 
Com Pn 


R-O-W Ped 
EB Thru Veh Hit NB 


Thru Ped 


22 7/31/2013 
Gage Av at 
Stafford Av 


80'E Wed 20:22 Bicy 
Injury / 
Com Pn 


Improp Turn 
NB U-Turn Veh Hit 


EB Thru Bicy 


23 3/22/2013 
Florence Av at 


Bissell St 
0 Fri 18:35 Bicy 


Injury / 
Oth Vis 


Unsafe 
Speed 


EB Thru Veh Hit NB 
Thru Bicy 


24 1/22/2013 
Gage Av at 
Albany St 


12'E Tue 18:58 Ped 
Injury / 
Com Pn 


Unsafe 
Speed 


WB Thru Veh Hit NB 
Ped 


2012 – 2 Ped/Bike Accidents 


25 3/22/2012 
Salt Lake Av at 


Florence Av 
496'N Thu 20:53 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Ped Viol 
EB Ent Traf Ped Hit 


by SB Thru Veh 


26 6/20/2012 
Florence Av at 


Bissell St 
0 Wed 12:45 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Ped Viol 
SB Stopped Ped Hit 
by EB Stopped Veh 


2011 – 1 Ped/Bike Accident 


27 12/4/2011 
State St at Zoe 


Av 
0 Sun 18:20 Ped 


Injury / 
Com Pn 


Unsafe 
Speed 


SB Thru Veh Hit WB 
Thru Ped 
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
San Antonio Elementary School 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name San Antonio Elementary School 


School Address 6222 State. St., Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Hector F. Corral 


School Contact Email Hector.F.Corral@Lausd.Net 


School Contact Number 323-582-1250 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area Locations of proposed project improvements* 
*Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 



mailto:hector.f.corral@lausd.net
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 


 


 








ATTACHMENT C: Project Location Map 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
 


    
ATTACHMENT C: PROJECT LOCATION MAP | Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III, Part C: Application Attachments 


 
 


 


H U N T I N G T O N  


P A R K  


Scale 
1000’ 


E 53rd St 


E 56th St 


E 57th St 


E 58th St 


M
iles A


ve
 


So
to


 St 


Slauson Ave 


Belgrave Ave 


Clarendon Ave 


Gage Ave 


Zoe Ave Zoe Ave 


P
acific B


lvd
 


R
egen


t St 


A
lb


an
y St 


M
id


d
leto


n
 St 


Seville A
ve


 


Staffo
rd


 A
ve 


P
assa


ic St 


M
arco


n
i St 


C
ed


ar St 


State St 


H
o


o
d


 A
ve


 


H
o


llen
b


eck St 


B
isse


ll St 
B


isse
ll St 


Laura Ave 


Saturn Ave 


Zoe Ave 


Tem
p


leto
n


 St 


M
ayw


o
o


d
 A


ve 


Park Pl 


R
ita A


ve
 


A 
B 


C 


D 
E F 


G 


H 


I 


J 


J 


K 


L 


M 


N 


O 


P 


Q 


R 
S 


T 


U 
V 


W 


X 


 


Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk) 
 
Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  


Huntington Park City Boundary 
 


W A L N U T  


P A R K  


S O U T H  G A T E  


C U D A H Y  


V E R N O N  


LEGEND 


Project Location within Los Angeles 


County 


School Locations 
A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
B. Pacific Boulevard Elementary School 


C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 
D. Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy School / Aspire Titan Academy 


E. Huntington Park College Ready Academy High School 
F. Aspire Centennial College Preparatory Academy 
G. Middleton Street Elementary School 
H. Middleton Primary Center 
I. Prepa Tec Los Angeles 


 


J. KIPP Comienza Community Prep School 
K. Huntington Park High School 
L. San Antonio Continuation School 
M. Henry T. Gage Middle School 
N. Miles Elementary School 


 


O. St. Matthias School 
P. San Antonio Elementary School 
Q. Renuevo School 
R. Lucille Roybal Allard Elementary School 
S. Academia Moderna 


 


T. Hope Street Elementary School 
U. Nimitz Middle School 
V. Huntington Park Elementary School 
W. Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 
X. State Elementary School (South Gate) 
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Zoe Ave 
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Location 
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Date:


C56546


Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


2 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


3 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


4 32          EA $4,500.00 $144,000 100% $144,000


5 11          EA $2,000.00 $22,000 100% $22,000


6 1            LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


7 4,000     SF $10.00 $40,000 100% $40,000


8 3,000     SF $17.00 $51,000 100% $51,000


9 300        LF $35.00 $10,500 100% $10,500


10 22          EA $500.00 $11,000 100% $11,000


11 24          EA $500.00 $12,000 100% $12,000


12 19          EA $7,000.00 $133,000 100% $133,000


13 9            EA $500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500


14 64          EA $500.00 $32,000 100% $32,000 25% $8,000


15 240        LF $20.00 $4,800 100% $4,800


16 23          EA $5,000.00 $115,000 100% $115,000


Remove existing concrete paver 


crosswalk to full depth (13" depth). 


Construct 8" base (CMB) and 5" 


asphalt


New PCC Curb (6")


New PCC sidewalk


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


Thermoplastic crosswalk striping


Crosswalk removal for striping of 


thermoplastic crosswalk 


Red curb for parking removal 30' 


before crosswalk


Pedestrian scale lighting at crosswalk 


locations


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


Raised pavement markers (RPMs) 


outline the crosswalk


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


Thermoplastic pavement legends


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


RRFB with LED lights around signs 


with push buttons with accessible 


pedestrian system (APS) 


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/15/2016City of Huntington Park


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


New Curb Ramp  with truncated 


domes (Detectable Warning Surface) 


for ADA Compliance


Item 


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


Pedestrian ahead signing and 


crosswalk signing


Uncontrolled Crosswalk Upgrades: 


Thermoplastic yield line


Project Description:


This project is considered phase 2 to complete pedestrian safety enhancements for the uncontrolled crosswalk network in the City. The 


project will install pedestrian safety enhancements including Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB), updated signing, and 


pavement markings at uncontrolled crosswalks and will eliminate hazardous conditions while improving pedestrian safety.


The project is in the City of Huntington Park public right-of-way. The project focuses on locations that have existing uncontrolled 


crosswalks near schools and along: Pacific Blvd, Miles Ave, State St, Gage Ave, Alameda St, Saturn and Zoe Ave.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Agapito Fernandez License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


6/11/2016 1 of 2
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Date:


C56546


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/15/2016City of Huntington Park


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Project Description:


This project is considered phase 2 to complete pedestrian safety enhancements for the uncontrolled crosswalk network in the City. The 


project will install pedestrian safety enhancements including Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB), updated signing, and 


pavement markings at uncontrolled crosswalks and will eliminate hazardous conditions while improving pedestrian safety.


The project is in the City of Huntington Park public right-of-way. The project focuses on locations that have existing uncontrolled 


crosswalks near schools and along: Pacific Blvd, Miles Ave, State St, Gage Ave, Alameda St, Saturn and Zoe Ave.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Agapito Fernandez License #:


Project Location:


17 30          EA $5,000.00 $150,000 100% $150,000


18 100%


19 100%


$784,800 $784,800 $8,000
$39,240 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


10.00% $78,480 $78,480


$863,280 $863,280


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$8,633


$77,695


$86,328 10% 25% Max


$103,594 12% 15% Max 


$189,922


$966,874


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,053,202Total Project Cost:


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):


Total RW:


Pedestrian scale lighting along Salt 


Lake Avenue between Bell Avenue 


and Florence Avenue, 100 feet apart 


between existing street lights.


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


$1,053,202


Total Project Delivery: $189,922


Construction Engineering (CE): 103,594$                                           


Total Construction Costs: $966,874


77,695$                                             


Total PE: 86,328$                                             


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 8,633$                                               


-$                                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                       


Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                       


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 


School Address 6100 Carmelita Ave, Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Sandra Kim 


School Contact Email sandra.kim@aspirepublicschools.org  


School Contact Number 323-585-1153 


 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area* 
*Since the campus is a charter school 
enrollment covers the entire project limits 


 


 


Locations of proposed project improvements** 
**Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 



mailto:sandra.kim@aspirepublicschools.org
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 


 


 








PROJECT BOUNDARIES, ACCESS, AND DESTINATION MAP  
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #1, A. Provide a scaled map showing the boundaries of the proposed project/program/plan, the geographic boundaries of 
the disadvantaged community, and disadvantaged community access point(s) and destinations that the project/program/plan is benefiting. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
 


    
 Application Part B: Question 1, A. Project Boundaries, Access, and Destination Map Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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LEGEND OF SPECIFIC DESTINATIONS 


 


Each Number Identifies the Barrier 
Location and Improvements 


Disadvantaged Community  


Pedestrian Infrastructure 


Metro Bus Stop 


School Locations (K-12) 


College/Trade Schools  


#  Stores 


Dining 


Market 


Gas Station 


Place of Worship 


Park 


Hospital 


 


 


US Post Office 


Huntington Park 
Police Station 


Huntington Park 
Public Library 


Huntington Park 
City Hall 


 


 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk) 
 
Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  
21.  


Huntington Park City Boundary 
 


LEGEND 


# 


# 


 
School Locations 
A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
B. Pacific Boulevard Elementary School 


C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


D. Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy School / Aspire Titan Academy 


E. Huntington Park College Ready Academy High School 
F. Aspire Centennial College Preparatory Academy 
G. Middleton Street Elementary School 
H. Middleton Primary Center 
I. Prepa Tec Los Angeles 


 


J. KIPP Comienza Community Prep School 
K. Huntington Park High School 
L. San Antonio Continuation School 
M. Henry T. Gage Middle School 
N. Miles Elementary School 


 


O. St. Matthias School 
P. San Antonio Elementary School 
Q. Renuevo School 
R. Lucille Roybal Allard Elementary School 
S. Academia Moderna 


 


T. Hope Street Elementary School 
U. Nimitz Middle School 
V. Huntington Park Elementary School 
W. Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 
X. State Elementary School (South Gate) 


 


S 


# 


DISADVANTAGED 


ACCESS POINTS AND 


PROJECT LOCATIONS 


ALL WITHIN A 


DISADVANTAGED 


COMMUNITY 


THE ENTIRE CITY OF 


HUNTINGTON PARK IS 


LOCATED IN A 


DISADVANTAGED 


COMMUNITY 
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C I T Y  O F  H U N T I N G T O N  P A R K


A T TAC HM E NT  G


Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) 


N/A – this project is an infrastructure project and this attachment 


does not apply. 


Attachment G: Non-Infrastructure Work Plan (Form 22-R) Attachment G - Page 1 of 1
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy 


School Address 2540 East 58th Street, Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Jennifer Garcia 


School Contact Email Jennifer.Garcia@aspirepublicschools.org  


School Contact Number 323-277-2901 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area* 
*Since the campus is a charter school 
enrollment covers the entire project limits 


 


Locations of proposed project improvements** 
**Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 
 



mailto:Jennifer.Garcia@aspirepublicschools.org
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
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C I T Y  O F  H U N T I N G T O N  P A R K


A T TAC HM E NT  I


Exhibit 22-F State Funding 


N/A – State funding is not being requested and this attachment 


does not apply. 
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THE 2016-2040 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/ 
SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY
A Plan for Mobility, Accessibility, Sustainability and a High Quality of Life
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7EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


area rail infrastructure; reducing environmental impacts by supporting the 
deployment of commercially available low-emission trucks and locomotives; 
and, in the longer term, advancing technologies to implement a zero- and near 
zero-emission freight system.


LEVERAGING TECHNOLOGY


Advances in communications, computing and engineering—from shared 
mobility innovations to zero-emission vehicles—can lead to a more efficient 
transportation system with more mobility options for everyone. Technological 
innovations also can reduce the environmental impact of existing modes of 
transportation. For example, alternative fuel vehicles continue to become more 
accessible for retail consumers and for freight and fleet applications—and 
as they are increasingly used, air pollution can be reduced. Communications 
technology, meanwhile, can improve the movement of passenger vehicles and 
connected transit vehicles. As part of the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG has focused 
location-based strategies specifically on increasing the efficiency of Plug-in 
Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV) in the region. These are electric vehicles that 
are powered by a gasoline engine when their battery is depleted. The 2016 
RTP/SCS proposes a regional charging network that will increase the number 
of PHEV miles driven on electric power, in addition to supporting the growth of 
the PEV market generally. In many instances, the additional chargers will create 
the opportunity to increase the electric range of PHEVs, reducing vehicle miles 
traveled that produce tail-pipe emissions.  


IMPROVING AIRPORT ACCESS


Recognizing that the SCAG region is one of the busiest and most diverse 
commercial aviation regions in the world and that air travel is an important 
contributor to the region’s economic activity, the 2016 RTP/SCS includes 
strategies for reducing the impact of air passenger trips on ground transportation 
congestion. Such strategies include supporting the regionalization of air travel 
demand; continuing to support regional and inter-regional projects that facilitate 
airport ground access (e.g., High-Speed Train); supporting ongoing local 
planning efforts by airport operators, county transportation commissions and 
local jurisdictions; encouraging the development and use of transit access to 
the region’s airports; encouraging the use of modes with high average vehicle 
occupancy; and discouraging the use of modes that require “deadhead” 
trips to/from airports (e.g., passengers being dropped off at the airport 
via personal vehicle).


FOCUSING NEW GROWTH AROUND TRANSIT


The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for focusing new growth around transit, which is 
supported by the following policies: identifying regional strategic areas for 


OPTIMIZING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM


The 2016 RTP/SCS earmarks $9.2 billion for Transportation System 
Management (TSM) improvements. These include extensive advanced ramp 
metering, enhanced incident management, bottleneck removal to improve 
flow (e.g., auxiliary lanes), expansion and integration of the traffic signal 
synchronization network, data collection to monitor system performance, 
integrated and dynamic corridor congestion management, and other Intelligent 
Transportation System (ITS) improvements. Recent related initiatives include 
the Caltrans Advanced Traffic Management (ATM) study for Interstate 105 
and the Regional Integration of ITS Projects (RIITS) and Information Exchange 
Network (IEN) data exchange efforts at Los Angeles Metro.


PROMOTING WALKING, BIKING AND OTHER FORMS OF ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION


The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for continued progress in developing our regional 
bikeway network, assumes all local active transportation plans will be 
implemented, and dedicates resources to maintain and repair thousands 
of miles of dilapidated sidewalks. The Plan invests $12.9 billion in active 
transportation strategies. The Plan also considers new strategies and 
approaches beyond those proposed in 2012. To promote short trips, these 
include improving sidewalk quality, local bike networks and neighborhood 
mobility areas. To promote longer regional trips, these strategies include 
developing a regional greenway network and continuing investments in the 
regional bikeway network and access to the California Coastal Trail. Active 
transportation will also be promoted by integrating it with the region’s transit 
system; increasing access to 224 rail, light rail and fixed guideway bus stations; 
promoting 16 regional corridors that support biking and walking; supporting bike 
share programs; educating people about the benefits of active transportation for 
students; and promoting safety campaigns.


STRENGTHENING THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION NETWORK 
FOR GOODS MOVEMENT


The 2016 RTP/SCS includes $70.7 billion in goods movement strategies. 
Among these are establishing a system of truck-only lanes extending from 
the San Pedro Bay Ports to downtown Los Angeles along Interstate 710; 
connecting to the State Route 60 east-west segment and finally reaching 
Interstate 15 in San Bernardino County; working to relieve the top 50 regional 
truck bottlenecks; adding mainline tracks for the Burlington Northern Santa 
Fe (BNSF) San Bernardino and Cajon Subdivisions and the Union Pacific 
Railroad (UPRR) Alhambra and Mojave Subdivisions; expanding/modernizing 
intermodal facilities; building highway-rail grade separations; improving port 
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16 2016 RTP/SCS


KEY STEPS TOWARD IMPLEMENTING  
THE PLAN
To move forward on the Plan, SCAG needs to take some critical steps. 
Here are a few of them:


1. Funding the Plan


The 2016 RTP/SCS includes a $556.5 billion financial plan, 
discussed in Chapter 6 and detailed further in the Transportation 
Finance Appendix, that identifies how much money will be available 
to support the region’s capital, operating, maintenance and 
transportation system preservation needs over the life of the Plan. It 
includes a core revenue forecast of existing local, state and federal 
funding sources, along with new funding sources that are reasonably 
expected to be available through 2040.


These new sources of funding include anticipated adjustments 
to state and federal gas tax rates based on historical trends and 
recommendations from two national commissions created by 
Congress; efforts to further leverage existing local sales tax measures; 
value capture strategies (e.g., tax increment financing); potential 
national freight program/freight fees; and passenger and commercial 
vehicle tolls for specific facilities. Other reasonably expected 
revenues in the future will come from innovative financing strategies, 
such as private equity participation. The Plan includes strategies to 
ensure that these sources of revenue are available, in accordance 
with federal guidelines.


There is also a need to identify and secure funding to support 
deployment and implementation of the land use policies and 
strategies contained in the Plan to fully realize a sustainable regional 
vision. It will be essential to secure resources from the California 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, also know as Cap-and-Trade, 
in order to support the Plan’s objectives. Additionally, innovative 
and emerging financing options such as Enhanced Infrastructure 
Finance Districts will need to be explored and implemented by 
local jurisdictions.


2. Collaborating with Local Jurisdictions and Stakeholders


Implementing the Plan will require SCAG to continue working 
closely with all jurisdictions, just as it did during its development. In 
particular, SCAG will need to work with the six county transportation 
commissions responsible for managing and prioritizing the portfolio 


 z Better Placemaking: The Plan will promote the development of 
better places to live and work through measures that encourage 
more compact development in certain areas of the region, varied 
housing options, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, and efficient 
transportation infrastructure.


 z Improved Access and Mobility: The Plan will encourage strategic 
transportation investments that add appropriate capacity and 
improve critical road conditions in the region, increase transit 
capacity and expand mobility options. Meanwhile, the Plan outlines 
strategies for developing land in coming decades that will place 
destinations closer together, thereby decreasing the time and cost of 
traveling between them.


 z Households save more money: The Plan is expected to result in less 
energy and water consumption across the region, as well as lower 
transportation costs for households.


 z Improved Public Health and a Healthier Environment: Improved 
placemaking and strategic transportation investments will help 
improve air quality; improve health as people have more opportunities 
to bicycle, walk and pursue other active alternatives to driving; and 
better protect natural lands as new growth is concentrated in existing 
urban and suburban areas.


These benefits add up to a simple and powerful idea: a more efficient 
transportation network and more livable and sustainable communities 
throughout our region.


GREENHOUSE GASES
Components of the atmosphere (carbon 
dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide and 
fluorinated gases) that contribute to 
the greenhouse effect
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2902 WHERE WE ARE TODAY


The regional bike network is expanding but remains fragmented. Nearly 500 
additional miles of bikeways were built since SCAG’s 2012 RTP/SCS, but only 
3,919 miles of bikeways exist regionwide, of which 2,888 miles are bike paths/
lanes (see EXHIBIT 2.3). 


Walking represents nearly 17 percent of all trips in the SCAG region, with the 
largest share in Los Angeles County. It is how most transit riders reach their 
station. Most walk trips (83 percent) are less than one half mile; walkers are less 
likely to travel further because of a lack of pedestrian friendly infrastructure. 
Routes to stops and stations are often circuitous and/or obstructed, increasing 
the time it takes to complete a trip by transit and therefore making the choice 
to use transit less attractive. A study in Los Angeles County found that the 
most common barriers to station access on foot or bicycle include: long blocks, 
highway over/underpasses, concerns about safety and security, sidewalk 
maintenance, legibility/lack of signage and right-of-way constraints leading 
to limited space for safe walking and biking.8 Currently, all six counties in the 
SCAG region are pursuing first/last mile solutions to make transit or border 
crossing stations more accommodating to active transportation. Their efforts 
are aided by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), which has extended the 
“walk-shed” (the area encircling a destination point) from transit stations from 
a quarter mile to a half mile, enabling transit funding to be used for larger areas 
around transit stations.9 The “bike-shed,” as defined through FTA guidance, 
extends three miles in all directions from a station.


While the number of bicyclists and pedestrians is increasing, so are injuries and 
fatalities—although not as fast as the growth overall in active transportation. 
Nevertheless, injuries among those who bike and walk are increasing at a 
time when the total number of traffic-related injuries and fatalities is dropping 
regionwide. Improving safety will likely require pursuing innovative strategies 
(as described in the following sections) to reduce conflicts among bicyclists, 
pedestrians and automobiles. In 2015, the City of Los Angeles began its 
Vision Zero Campaign. Vision Zero is a road safety policy that promotes smart 
behaviors and roadway design that anticipates mistakes, so that collisions do 
not result in severe injury or death.


8 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (2014) First Last Mile Strategic 
Plan & Planning Guidelines.


9 Department of Transportation (Friday, August 19, 2011): Final Policy Statement on the 
Eligibility of Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements Under Federal Transit Law. Federal 
Register Volume 76, Number 161  Pages 52046-52053.


501 INTRODUCTION


2.HOW WE GET TO WORK


76%
DRIVE ALONE


14%
CARPOOL


5%
NON-MOTORIZED 
(Walk/Bike)


5%
TRANSIT 
(Bus/Rail)


Source: SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model 


improvements include adding double-tracking, sidings, station improvements 
and grade separations to increase speed and service levels. However, there 
is no dedicated long-term funding for commuter and intercity rail to move 
these projects forward. 


ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION


Our region has made steady progress in encouraging people to embrace active 
transportation, that is, human-powered transportation such as walking and 
biking. Across our region today, many people live and work in areas where trips 
are short enough to be completed by walking or biking. Walking and biking 
as a share of all trips is more than 18 percent in our most urban areas where 
there are abundant nearby destinations/land uses, yet still reaches 11 percent 
in rural areas where land uses are less diverse.7 There is a strong relationship 
between land use and travel behavior. Land use characteristics play a key 
role in determining the conditions for and feasibility of walking and biking in a 
community, due to the sensitivity of these modes to trip length.


7 California Department of Transportation (2012). California Household Travel Survey.
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38 2016 RTP/SCS


and rate of fatalities and a 1.5 percent per year reduction for the number and 
rate of severe injuries. Although the SHSP and previous California SHSPs 
set various actions that state agencies can take to reduce fatalities, there are 
complementary strategies that local governments can pursue, such as Vision 
Zero initiatives. For additional details regarding strategies, please see the 
Safety &Security Appendix.


As we continue to work to improve safety for motorists, we also must tackle the 
alarming fatality rates of those who use other modes of transportation. Safety 
is a priority for all modes of transportation, and improving safety for people who 
walk and bike is critical. Based on currently available data, about 27 percent of 
all traffic-related fatalities in our region involved pedestrians and five percent of 
traffic-related fatalities involved bicyclists, according to data from the Statewide 
Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS).


AVIATION AND GROUND ACCESS


The SCAG region is one of the busiest and most diverse commercial aviation 
regions in the world. In 2014, more than 60 airlines offered scheduled service to 
one or more of our region’s airports, providing more than 1,200 daily commercial 
departures—one every 70 seconds. These departing flights travel all over the 
United States and to every corner of the globe; a total of 169 destinations in 
37 countries had non-stop service from our region in 2014. Our airports also 
play a critical role in the region’s goods movement network, and they impact 
the operations of our ground transportation network as well. The passengers 
arriving at or departing from our airports generate more than 200,000 daily 
trips on our region’s ground transportation system.


Passenger and cargo air travel in the region is supported by a multiple airport 
system that spans six counties. There are seven commercial airports with 
scheduled passenger service, five additional facilities with the infrastructure 
to accommodate scheduled service, seven active military air fields and more 
than forty general aviation airports. Worldwide, few other regions have as many 
commercial airports within a comparable geographic area, making Southern 
California one of the world’s most complex aviation systems.


In 2014, the airports in our region handled more than 1.5 million aircraft 
operations (take-offs and landings), nearly 800,000 of which were commercial 
operations. In the face of this huge number of air travelers and aircraft, our 
airports work efficiently. Flights to our region arrive on schedule more than 80 
percent of the time. Thanks to favorable weather conditions, lengthy tarmac 


delays that occur in other regions are virtually unheard of here. The size of the 
regional market for air travel and the absence of a single dominant air carrier in 
the region result in healthy competition among airlines, so air travelers enjoy 
some of the lowest average airfares in the country.


Air travel is an important contributor to the region’s economic activity. Nearly 
half of the air travel in the region consists of visitors from other parts of the 
country and the world traveling here to conduct business, enjoy a vacation or 
visit friends and relatives. About one-third of air travel to the region is business 
related. Therefore, any passenger who arrives at or departs from an airport in our 
region is good for the region as a whole. Spending by passengers who used our 
airports to visit the region in 2012 contributed nearly $27.4 billion to the regional 
economy. The money spent by visitors on meals, lodging, entertainment, 
transportation and other purchases supported nearly 275,000 jobs.


As with other modes of transportation, the demand for air travel was impacted 
heavily by the recession that began in 2007. In 2014, the airports in our region 
served 91.2 million total passengers, surpassing the previous peaks of 89.4 
million in 2007 and 88.7 million in 2000.


The demand for air cargo was even more sharply impacted by the recessions 
of 2001 and 2007. The 2.4 million metric tons of cargo transported through the 
airports in our region in 2014 remained ten percent below the pre-recession 
peak of 2.7 million metric tons in each year from 2004–2006 and five percent 
below year 2000 levels. 


In addition to its commercial airports, the SCAG region is also home to a large 
general aviation (GA) system. Included in this segment are airports serving 
non-commercial corporate jets, single engine planes, helicopters, emergency 
and firefighting operations, and flight training activity. General aviation airport 
facilities also act as relievers to commercial airports and provide diversionary 
locations for commercial planes that require emergency landings.


There are more than 40 general aviation airports in the SCAG region, and they 
are as diverse in size and market area as the commercial facilities. Van Nuys 
Airport (VNY), the second busiest general aviation facility in the United States, 
serves several important functions for the region, including serving as the base 
for many corporate jets. As of May 2015, Van Nuys Airport began offering U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection services for international general aviation flights 
to benefit business travelers and reduce airspace congestion.


AIRLINE  
PASSENGER  
VOLUME


71 
91 


MILLION 
IN 1994


MILLION 
IN 2014
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168 2016 RTP/SCS


TABLE 8.4 CONTINUED


PERFORMANCE 
MEASURE DEFINITION PERFORMANCE TARGET SUMMARY OF IMPACTS


Air quality health impacts 
along highways and 
highly traveled corridors1


Comparison of Plan and Baseline scenarios and 
demographic analysis of communities in close proximity to 
highways and highly traveled corridors


No unaddressed disproportionately 
high and adverse effects for low 
income or minority communities 


No unaddressed disproportionate impacts—the Plan will result in an overall reduction 
in emissions in areas that are near roadways, which have been seen to have a higher 
concentration of minority and low income groups than the region as a whole


Aviation noise impacts1
Comparison of Plan and Baseline scenarios; breakdown of 
population by race and ethnicity for low performing airport 
noise impacted areas 


No unaddressed disproportionately 
high and adverse effects for low 
income or minority communities 


No unaddressed disproportionate impacts—the Plan will result in aviation noise areas that 
are geographically smaller than the Baseline scenario, and will benefit minority and low 
income households as a result


Roadway noise impacts1


Comparison of Plan and Baseline scenarios, identification 
of areas that are low performing as a result of the Plan; 
breakdown of population for these impacted areas by race/
ethnicity and income


No unaddressed disproportionately 
high and adverse effects for low 
income or minority communities 


No unaddressed disproportionate impacts—the Plan results in a reduction of roadway noise 
when compared to the Baseline scenario, which has a benefit to minority and low income 
households who represent a higher share of population who live in close proximity to major 
roadways


Active transportation 
hazard


Breakdown of population by demographic group for areas 
that experience the highest rates of bicycle and pedestrian 
collisions


Establish existing conditions (not a 
performance measure for the Plan)


Collision data from 2012 shows that low income and minority communities incur a higher 
rate of bicycle and pedestrian risk. Improvements in active transportation infrastructure 
and Complete Streets measures, such as those proposed in the Plan, have been shown to 
reduce hazard to bicyclists and pedestrians. Refer to the Environmental Justice Appendix for 
potential strategies to reduce risk at the local level


Rail-related impacts1
Breakdown of population by demographic group for areas 
in close proximity to rail corridors and planned grade 
separations


No unaddressed disproportionately 
high and adverse effects for low 
income or minority communities


No unaddressed disproportionate impacts—there is no significant difference between the 
Plan and the Baseline in the concentration of minority and low income communities in areas 
directly adjacent to commercial and passenger railways


Public health analysis
Historical emissions and health data summarized for areas 
that have high concentrations of minority and low income 
population


Establish existing conditions (not a 
performance measure for the Plan)


Recent trends indicate that air quality is improving throughout the region. For select areas 
that show increase, there is sometimes a higher proportion of minority and low income 
population. When examining public health indicators from the CalEnviroScreen tool, it 
appears that areas with the highest concentrations of minority and low income population 
incur some of the highest risks in the region. Refer to the Environmental Justice Appendix for 
potential strategies to improve conditions at the local level 


Climate vulnerability
Breakdown of population by demographic group for areas 
potentially impacted by substandard housing, sea level rise 
and wildfire risk


Establish existing conditions (not a 
performance measure for the Plan)


Existing conditions indicate that minority and low income populations are at a greater risk 
for experiencing negative impacts of climate change. Refer to the Environmental Justice 
Appendix for potential strategies to reduce impacts at the local level. 


Proposed mileage-based 
user fee impacts


Examination of potential impacts from implementation of a 
mileage-based user fee on low income households in the 
region


No unaddressed disproportionately 
high and adverse effects for low 
income or minority communities


 No unaddressed disproportionate impacts—results show that the mileage-based user fee is 
less regressive to low income residents than the current gasoline tax.


Note: 1 Performance measures used in the Environmental Justice Analysis for the 2012 RTP/SCS



Melissa Demirci

Highlight








BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS/INCIDENTS MAP 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #3, B7. Attach a map to show how these hazards relate to the crashes documented in sub-questions “A”. The map from 
sub-question “A” can be used or a new map can be created. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  


 


    
Application Part B: Question 3, B7. Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions/Incidents Map Attachment | Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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CRASH TYPE INVOLVING # of Crashes  


Pedestrian 20 


Bicycle 7 


Total Accidents 27 


  


SEVERITY OF CRASH # of Crashes 
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(Death) 
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Total Accidents 27 
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk)  


LEGEND 
# 


# Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular  
Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  


Influence Areas for Each Project Location 








GAP AND CONNECTIONS MAP  
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #2, B1a. Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
 


    
Application Part B: Question 2, B1a. Gap and Connections Map Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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Location and Improvements 
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk) 
 
Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  
21.  


Huntington Park City Boundary 
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School Locations 
A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
B. Pacific Boulevard Elementary School 


C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


D. Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy School / Aspire Titan Academy 


E. Huntington Park College Ready Academy High School 
F. Aspire Centennial College Preparatory Academy 
G. Middleton Street Elementary School 
H. Middleton Primary Center 
I. Prepa Tec Los Angeles 


 


J. KIPP Comienza Community Prep School 
K. Huntington Park High School 
L. San Antonio Continuation School 
M. Henry T. Gage Middle School 
N. Miles Elementary School 
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P. San Antonio Elementary School 
Q. Renuevo School 
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS/INCIDENTS MAP 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #3, A3. Attach a scaled-map which shows that all documented bicycle and pedestrian collisions/incidents (only) are within 
the area of influence of the proposed plan, program, or project safety improvements. This data and map should demonstrate how the data illustrates a nonmotorized (not 
vehicular) safety issue. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
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Total Accidents 27 
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk)  


LEGEND 
# 


# Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular  
Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  


Influence Areas for Each Project Location 








NEW IMPROVEMENT LOCATION MAP 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #2, B4a. Must provide a map of the new improvement location. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
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Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Proposed Safety Measures will be Installed 
1. Alameda St and Laura Ave  
2. Midblock: Alameda St bet. Zoe Ave and Saturn Ave 
3. Rita Ave and Park Pl  
4. Templeton St and Zoe Ave  
5. Templeton and Saturn Ave St  
6. State St and Hood Ave  
7. Maywood Ave and 60th Pl  
8. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Northernmost Crosswalk) 
9. Midblock: Salt Lake Ave bet. Bell Ave and Florence Ave 


(Southernmost Crosswalk) 
 
Existing Uncontrolled Crosswalk Locations where 
Signage will be Upgraded to Include Rectangular Rapid 
Flashing Beacon (RRFB)  
10. California Ave and Broadway  
11. Pacific Blvd and 53rd St  
12. Pacific Blvd and 56th St  
13. Miles Ave and 57th St  
14. Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave  
15. Gage Ave and Albany St  
16. Gage Ave and Stafford Ave  
17. Gage Ave and Cedar St  
18. Zoe Ave and Passaic St  
19. State St and Zoe Ave  
20. Florence Ave and Bissell St  
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Huntington Park City Boundary 
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A. Aspire Ollin University Preparatory Academy / Aspire Pacific Academy 
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C. Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Melissa Demirci
Subject: FW: Use of CCC for ATP - City of Huntington Park
Date: Thursday, June 2, 2016 5:03:09 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Melissa,


The CCC is able to assist this project in the following areas:
1. Removal of Conflicting Signage and Pavement Markings
2. Pedestrian Crossing Oversized Signage with Downward Arrow


Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching us. Should your project
receive funding, please contact Edgar Lino (edgar.lino@ccc.ca.gov), our project manager in your
area.


Kind regards,


Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


From: Melissa Demirci [=] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 4:13 PM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Subject: Use of CCC for ATP - City of Huntington Park
Importance: High


Hello:


The ATP Application requires submitting project information to the CCC and certified community
conservation crops.


Please see attached detailed project information for the City of Huntington Park.


EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CCC
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #8, Step 1. Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) 
from the CCC. 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 


Application Part B: Question 8, Step 1. Email Correspondence with the CCC Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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 Please consider the environment before printing this email.
________
Disclaimer:
The electronic data contained in this media is the copyright of Transtech Engineers, Inc., and is provided by Transtech Engineers, Inc. as an aid to the recipient.  The data is believed to be
accurate but the recipient is responsible for taking necessary steps to confirm its accuracy.  Unless stated otherwise, Transtech Engineers, Inc. is not responsible for any error or omissions,
known or unknown, which may arise by use of this electronic file.  Any alternations to, and use of this electronic data is at the sole risk of the recipient.  It should be noted that the following
digital file was prepared for the sole purpose of preparing construction drawings by Transtech Engineers, Inc.  This information shall not be used for any other purpose, any other project,
provided to any other party without the express permission of Transtech Engineers, Inc.  Any questions regarding the data that may arise shall be addressed to Transtech Engineers, Inc.


This e-mail document may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law, and is intended only for the use of the individual or entity
named above.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
 If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone. Thank You.


Let me know if you require additional information.


Thank You,
________
Melissa Demirci


13367 Benson Ave.
Chino | CA 91710
P (909) 595-8599 ext.134
F (909) 590-8599
C (714) 598-8896


E Melissa.Demirci@transtech.org
W www.transtech.org


EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CCC
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #8, Step 1. Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) 
from the CCC. 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 
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Application Part 3: Project Type      Safe Routes to School 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Hope Street Elementary School 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Hope Street Elementary School 


School Address 7560 State St., Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Pamella Lemuiex 


School Contact Email pdl6151@lausd.net 


School Contact Number 323-586-5700 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area Locations of proposed project improvements* 
*Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
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City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Aspire Pacific Academy 


 
Attached please find the following:  


 
A) A map which clearly shows 


1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Aspire Pacific Academy 


School Address 2565 E 58th St, Los Angeles, CA 90058 


School Contact Principal John Zapata 


School Contact Email john.zapata@aspirepublicschools.org  


School Contact Number 323-589-2800 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area* 
*Since the campus is a charter school 
enrollment covers the entire project limits 


 


Locations of proposed project improvements** 
**Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 
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B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
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From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 11:17 AM
To: Melissa Demirci
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: Use of CCC for ATP - City of Huntington Park


Hello Melissa, 


Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please 
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps. 


Thank you, 
Dominique 


On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:12 PM, Melissa Demirci <melissa.demirci@transtech.org> wrote: 


Hello: 


The ATP Application requires submitting project information to the CCC and certified community 
conservation crops. 


Please see attached detailed project information for the City of Huntington Park. 


Let me know if you require additional information.  


Thank You, 


________ 


Melissa Demirci


EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #8, Step 1. Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) 
from the Certified Community Conservation Corps.
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 


Application Part B: Question 8, Step 1. Email Correspondence with the CCC Attachment  |   Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III 
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13367 Benson Ave.
Chino | CA 91710
P (909) 595-8599 ext.134
F (909) 590-8599


C (714) 598-8896


E Melissa.Demirci@transtech.org 
W www.transtech.org


-- 


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 


 Please consider the environment before printing this email. 


________


Disclaimer: 


The electronic data contained in this media is the copyright of Transtech Engineers, Inc., and is provided by Transtech Engineers, Inc. as an aid to the recipient.  The data is believed to be accurate but the recipient is responsible for taking 
necessary steps to confirm its accuracy.  Unless stated otherwise, Transtech Engineers, Inc. is not responsible for any error or omissions, known or unknown, which may arise by use of this electronic file.  Any alternations to, and use of 
this electronic data is at the sole risk of the recipient.  It should be noted that the following digital file was prepared for the sole purpose of preparing construction drawings by Transtech Engineers, Inc.  This information shall not be used for 
any other purpose, any other project, provided to any other party without the express permission of Transtech Engineers, Inc.  Any questions regarding the data that may arise shall be addressed to Transtech Engineers, Inc. 


This e-mail document may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law, and is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If the reader of this message is not 
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone. Thank 
You.  


EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #8, Step 1. Attach submittal email, response email and any attachment(s) 
from the Certified Community Conservation Corps.
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency) 
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SAFETY HAZARDS MAP AND PHOTOS 
Application Part B: Narrative Questions – Question #3, B7. Include, if applicable, a map identifying safety hazards and/or photos 
of safety hazards. Programs should address safety hazards that have been identified through police reports, collision history, field 
observations, and/or other verifiable source. 


City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
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Existing Crosswalks at Gage Ave and Albany St 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a 
long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalks  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop 
lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Miles Ave and Clarendon 
Ave 


 Wide roadway along Miles Ave results in a 
long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop 
lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Stafford Ave 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long 
crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Cedar St 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long 
crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Templeton and Saturn Ave 


 Wide roadway along Saturn Ave results in a 
long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at State St and Zoe Ave 


 Wide roadway along State St results in a long 
crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop 
lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Florence Ave and Bissell St 


 Wide roadway along Florence Ave results in a 
long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop 
lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


Existing Crosswalk at California Ave and 
Broadway 


 Wide roadway along California Ave results in 
a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS : Proposed improvements fall within the agency’s existing right-of-way (ROW) and do not 
require any ROW acquisition 
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June 3, 2016 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty 
Director 
California Department of Transportation  
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Uncontrolled Crosswalk Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Project Active 


Transportation Program (ATP) Application  


Dear Director Dougherty: 


The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is pleased to support the 


Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 funding request for the Uncontrolled Crosswalk 


Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Project in the City of Huntington Park. The project will focus on safety 


enhancements at existing uncontrolled crosswalk locations near schools and along major arterials, 


and will include the installation of Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons, updated signing, and 


pavement markings at the uncontrolled crosswalks and will also eliminate hazardous conditions. 


Metro is committed to promoting sustainable transportation through the implementation of policies, 


programs, and projects that increase safety and mobility, enhance public health, and help achieve 


greenhouse gas reduction goals across all of our communities. Active transportation is key to 


achieving these outcomes.  


In furthering these regional goals, Metro has developed multiple initiatives and programs to address 


issues associated with bicycling and walking trips, including the Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 


Complete Streets Policy, Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy, First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, Safe 


Routes to School Pilot Program, and financial commitments as part of our 2009 Long Range 


Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP) and biannual Call for Projects. Metro implements these policies as 


part of a larger regional effort to support the Southern California Association of Governments’ 2016-


2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS) which 


identifies active transportation as key to addressing Southern California’s mobility challenges. 


This project is consistent with the 2009 LRTP and the 2016 RTP/SCS, as well as the shared priorities 


and goals of our agency and the ATP.  We endorse the City of Huntington Park’s efforts and 


contribution towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request a favorable 


consideration of the Uncontrolled Crosswalk Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Project for ATP funding. 


Sincerely, 


 


 
Phillip A. Washington 
Chief Executive Officer
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May 19, 2016 
 
Ms. Teresa McWilliam 
ATP Program Manager 
California Department of Transportation 
Division of Local Assistance  
P.O. Box 942874, MS‐1 
Sacramento, CA 94274‐0001 
 
RE:  Caltrans – 2017 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 
  City of Huntington Park 
  Uncontrolled Crosswalk Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Project 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), I would like to offer 
this  letter  of  support  for  the  City  of Huntington  Park’s  grant  application  to  the  California 
Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans)  2017  Active  Transportation  Program  Cycle  3  for 
funding for their Uncontrolled Crosswalk Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Project. 
 
This proposed project of enhancing safety conditions at uncontrolled crosswalk locations along 
major arterials and  schools  in  the City will  increase  the overall  safety and mobility of non‐
motorized  users,  enhance  public  health,  and  improve  access  for  pedestrian  crossings  for 
disadvantaged communities. The project will provide for the installation of pedestrian safety 
enhancements including rectangular rapid flashing beacons, updated signage, and pavement 
markings at the uncontrolled crosswalks, as well as the elimination of hazardous conditions.  
 
The  City’s  effort  to  establish  uniform  safety  countermeasures  on  uncontrolled  crosswalk 
locations will ensure safer travel for school‐aged children for location near schools as well as 
adult pedestrians to aid them in accessing activity centers. The project is a step forward toward 
a more sustainable future for safe active transportation options. 
 
SCAG supports this project as it is consistent with the policies and goals set forth in the adopted 
2016‐2040  Regional  Transportation  Plan/Sustainable  Communities  Strategy  (RTP/SCS). We 
look forward to seeing the implementation of this project and I respectfully request that you 
give favorable consideration to the City of Huntington Park’s grant application. If you have any 
questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  Ms.  Sarah  Jepson,  Manager  of  Active 
Transportation & Special Programs, at (213) 236‐1955 or by email at jepson@scag.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Hasan Ikhrata 
Executive Director 
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Application Part 3: Project Type - Safe Routes to School 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


Attached please find the following:  
 


A) A map which clearly shows 
1) The student enrollment area 
2) The locations and limits of the proposed project improvements 


 
B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 


statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
 
 


SCHOOL CONTACT INFORMATION 


School Name Linda Esperanza Marquez High School 


School Address 6361 Cottage St., Huntington Park, CA 90255 


School Contact Principal Kyle Boswell 


School Contact Email kbb1912@lausd.net 


School Contact Number 323-584-3800 


 
 
MAP 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Student Enrollment Area Locations of proposed project improvements* 
*Refer to Application Attachment C: Project Location Map for 
further detail 







Application Part 3: Project Type      Safe Routes to School 
City of Huntington Park (Sponsoring Agency)  
 


    


Safe Routes to School Attachments | Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle III Application Part 3: Project Type  Page 2 of 2 


B) Letter of Support including the contact information/person for the school, and a short 
statement of support combined with the signature of the school official. 
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Existing Midblock Crosswalk at Alameda St between Zoe Ave and 
Saturn Ave 


 Wide roadway along Alameda St results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 Crosswalk leads to parking stalls


 Parking on the west side blocks lines of sight to pedestrians


Existing Crosswalk at Alameda St and Laura Ave, South Leg 


 Wide roadway along Alameda St results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 Crosswalk leads to parking stalls


 Trees on the west side blocks lines of sight to pedestrians


Existing Crosswalk at Templeton and Saturn Ave, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along Saturn Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


Existing Crosswalk at Rita Ave and Park Pl, South Leg 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Missing ramp on the west side 


Existing Crosswalk at Templeton and Zoe Ave, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along Zoe Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


Existing Crosswalk at Templeton and Zoe Ave, East Leg 


 Wide roadway along Zoe Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
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Existing Crosswalk at Templeton and Saturn Ave, East Leg 


 Wide roadway along Saturn Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
 
 
 


Existing Midblock Crosswalk at Salt Lake Ave between Bell Ave and 
Florence Ave (Southernmost Crosswalk) 


 Wide roadway along Salt Lake Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Crosswalk leads to parking stalls 


Existing Crosswalk at Maywood Ave and 60th Pl, North Leg 


 Wide roadway along Maywood Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
 


Existing Crosswalk at State St and Hood Ave 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk behind STOP sign 


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Pacific Blvd and 53rd St, North Leg 


 Wide roadway along Pacific Blvd results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 
 


 
 


Existing Midblock Crosswalk at Salt Lake Ave between Bell Ave and 
Florence Ave (Northernmost Crosswalk) 


 Wide roadway along Salt Lake Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Crosswalk leads to parking stalls 
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Existing Crosswalk at Pacific Blvd and 53rd St, South Leg 


 Wide roadway along Pacific Blvd results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Angled parking next to crosswalk 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Albany St, East Leg 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs, pavement legends, and crosswalk 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Miles Ave and 57th St, North Leg 


 Wide roadway along Miles Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Pacific Blvd and 56th St, North Leg 


 Wide roadway along Pacific Blvd results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Albany St, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs, pavement legends, and crosswalk 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Miles Ave and Clarendon Ave, South Leg 


 Wide roadway along Miles Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 


 Delayed response of IRWL 
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Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Stafford Ave, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs, pavement legends, and crosswalk 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Florence Ave and Bissell St, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along Florence Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 


 Delayed Response of IRWL 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Zoe Ave and Passaic St, East Leg 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 
 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at Gage Ave and Cedar St, East Leg 


 Wide roadway along Gage Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs, pavement legends, and crosswalk 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at California Ave and Broadway, West Leg 


 Wide roadway along California Ave results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers  


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle traffic volume 
 
 


Existing Crosswalk at State St and Zoe Ave, North Leg 


 Wide roadway along State St results in a long crossing distance 


 Uncontrolled crosswalk  


 Missing raised pavement markers and stop lines 


 Insufficient pedestrian lighting 


 High vehicle and pedestrian traffic volume 


 Outdated and faded signs and pavement legends 


 Parking allowed on east side of State St 11 feet from the crosswalk  
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QUESTION 4: PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND PLANNING BACKUP DOCUMENTS 


The proposed project enhancements are a direct result from 
feedback from the stakeholders. The stakeholders involved 
included residents, students, elderly, business owners, 
elected officials, police department, schools, congress 
members representing the district, state senators, assembly 
members, the local department of public health, as well as 
the jurisdiction’s MPO (Southern California Association of 
Governments) and the jurisdiction’s RTPA (LA County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority – METRO/MTA).  
 
 
Additional Context Describing Level of Community 
Engagement: Keeping the public informed of the City’s plans 


to provide needed improvements was an important in the development of this project. The City actively 
engaged with the community through public meetings, mailed out surveys, and notices. There is a great 
demand from the community to improve the quality of life of residents throughout the City. The City aspires to 
have pedestrian crossings that enhance the quality of life for all residents and provide safe and comfortable 
means or travel by foot, bicycle, and transit.  
 
Letters of Support from stakeholders can be found in Attachment H. Nearly 90% of the stakeholders (137 
individuals) support the City ranking pedestrian crosswalk improvements high. 
 
Number and Types of Events: In efforts to involve the stakeholders, extensive public outreach was conducted 
to let the community members know of the City’s plans. The City worked closely with Schools in Los Angeles 
Unified School District (LAUSD) and Charter schools to host parent/student meetings as well as collect feedback. 
Postcards were mailed to all impacted schools in English and Spanish directing parents or students to access 
an online survey. 
 
Additionally, City staff attended Parent Advisory Council Meetings to discuss the proposed measures and 
receive feedback. A meeting took place at Aspire Public School (4 separate schools) on May 1st, 2015 (8:30am-
10:30am).  
 
The project was also discussed during the Traffic Authority Meeting on Thursday, April 9th, 2015 (10am) and on 
May 14th, 2015 (10am). Meetings took place at City Hall and were open to the public, notice of the agenda was 
posted outside of City Hall.   
 
Noticing Methods of All Meetings included:  


 Emails 


 Phone Calls 


 Postcards/Surveys distributed during meetings and via mail 


 City website 


 Publically posted notices  
 
Meeting Accessibility - All events were:  


 Held during different times of the day 


Are you supportive of the City making 
more pedestrian crosswalk 


improvements? 
(138 Answered) 


YES 


NO 
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 Public transportation: public transit accessible; 


 Child friendly, children were welcome at all events  


 Other Languages included simultaneous Spanish translation  


 


New Alternatives/Stakeholder Feedback: Surveys were distributed to community members and attending 
stakeholders at each meeting; focusing on specific components of the project. Possible Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) projects were discussed and preliminary plans were presented to the community. There were 
no conflicts between stakeholders.  


Priority Identified and Addressed in Proposed Project: The information collected from the surveys help 
prioritized and identify the proposed project. A majority of the school’s concerns addressed speeding traffic 
along the route, safety of crossings, and amount of traffic along the route. Specific feedback was asked about 
which type of improvements should be included as part of the project.  


Signage was listed as the number one pedestrian measure that the stakeholders felt the City needed. As part of 
the proposed project all items are addressed. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


What is your biggest concern when 
you or your child walks to school? 


(138 Answered) 


What pedestrian measures does the 
City need? 


(138 Answered) 


Distance 


Crossing Guards 


Crossing Guards 


Sidewalks or Pathways 


Violence or Crime 


Safety of Crossings 


Amount of Traffic Along Route 


No Concerns 


More Crosswalks 


Signage 


Lighted Beacons 


Sidewalks 
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QUESTION 5: IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH BACKUP DOCUMENTS 
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HUNTINGTON PARK POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT LETTER 
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Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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